arXiv:2511.22762v1 [stat. ME] 27 Nov 2025

High dimensional Mean Test for Temporal
Dependent Data

Yuchen Hu and Xiaoyi Wang and Long Feng

Shanghai Jiaotong University; Beijing Normal University; Nankai University

December 1, 2025

Abstract

This paper proposes a novel test method for high-dimensional mean test-
ing regard for the temporal dependent data. Comparison to existing methods,
we establish the asymptotic normality of the test statistic without relying on
restrictive assumptions, such as Gaussian distribution or M-dependence. Im-
portantly, our theoretical framework holds potential for extension to other
high-dimensional problems involving temporal dependent data. Additionally,
our method offers significantly reduced computational complexity, making it
more practical for large-scale applications. Simulation studies further demon-
strate the computational advantages and performance improvements of our
test.

Keywords: Asymptotic normality; high dimensional data; mean testing; temporal
dependent

1 Introduction

High-dimensional dependent data have gained increasing prominence in various dis-
ciplines, including finance, biomedical sciences, and geological studies. Such data
typically exhibit both temporal dependence and correlations among different compo-
nents, leading to intricate and multifaceted dependence structures. The complexity
frequently renders traditional statistical approaches insufficient for effectively ana-
lyzing these data. This growing complexity has spurred the development of statis-
tically valid inference procedures designed to address the challenges posed by high-
dimensional dependent data. Among these challenges, the high-dimensional mean
test is of particular importance.
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In this paper, we focus on testing the mean vector of high-dimensional dependent
data. Much of the existing literature has predominantly concentrated on methods
developed for independent and identically distributed data, with the challenges posed
by dependent data receiving comparatively less attention. Broadly speaking, these
approaches can be categorized into five types, for a detailed review, see Huang et al.
(2022). The first category includes modifications of the traditional Hotelling’s T
test, as explored by Chen et al. (2011); Li et al. (2020) and others. Since the inversion
of the covariance matrix becomes increasingly challenging in high-dimensional set-
tings, alternative strategies have been developed. For example, Bai and Saranadasa
(1996) and Chen and Qin (2010) examined the Ly norm to measure the difference
between mean vectors, leveraging largedimensional random matrix theory and U-
statistic theory, respectively. Numerous other tests based on the L, norm have been
proposed, including those by Chen et al. (2019); Feng et al. (2016); Gregory et al.
(2015); Li et al. (2016); Srivastava and Du (2008); Wang et al. (2015); Zhong et al.
(2013). These tests are generally effective when signals are dense and relatively small
but tend to lose power when dealing with sparse signals. To address the limitations
of Ly norm-based methods in detecting sparse and strong signals, L., norm-based
methods have been proposed by Cai et al. (2014); Chang et al. (2017); Xue and
Yao (2020). These methods provide higher power in scenarios where the alternative
hypothesis involves sparse signals. Furthermore, adaptive methods that combine the
strengths of both Ly norm-based and L., norm-based approaches have been intro-
duced by He et al. (2021) and Xu et al. (2016). They proposed a relatively robust
testing method by combining different L, norms, which is adaptable to alternative
hypotheses with unknown levels of signal sparsity. Finally, the fifth category of
methods involves random projections, as studied by Srivastava et al. (2016); Thulin
(2014) and others.

In contrast to the extensive research on independent data, relatively few studies
have focused on testing high-dimensional means in temporally dependent data. Mo-
tivated by Bai and Saranadasa (1996); Ayyala et al. (2017) considers a M-dependent
strictly stationary Gaussian process, and examined the Ly norm of the sample av-
erage and investigated its asymptotic normality. In addition, Zhang et al. (2025)
proposed a band-excluded U-statistic by removing the inner products between pairs
of observations that are sufficiently distant from each other in the construction of
the Ly norm-based test statistic. They also established the asymptotic normality of
this test statistic with S-mixing dependence. However, their method incurs a sub-
stantial computational cost, primarily due to the use of U-statistic-based estimators
for estimating the asymptotic variance of the test statistic.

In this paper, we proposed a test statistic by removing all the inner products of



the observations from the L, norm of the sample average. Compared to the method
of Ayyala et al. (2017), our approach can enhance higher power, as previously demon-
strated by Chen and Qin (2010) under the independent setting. Furthermore, we
demonstrate the asymptotic normality of the test statistic without relying on the
stringent assumptions of Gaussian distribution or M-dependent structure among
the observations. In our investigation of the theoretical properties, we assume that
the data exhibit a linear dependence structure across observations. The primary
contribution of this paper lies in the technical proof methodology. Importantly, our
theoretical framework holds potential for extension to other high-dimensional prob-
lems involving temporal dependent data. Additionally, the computational burden of
our method is significantly lower than that of Zhang et al. (2025), as will be illus-
trated in the simulation studies in Section 3. Through this work, we aim to contribute
to the understanding of mean testing in high-dimensional dependent data, offering
a powerful and efficient approach that is better suited to handling the dependencies
among components and observations.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the
test statistic, and its asymptotic distribution under the null hypothesis. We conduct
extensive simulation studies in Section 3. An empirical application is provided in
Section 4. Section 5 contains some discussions. All technical details are included in
the Appendix.

2 Owur Methods

2.1 Test statistic

We consider a p-dimensional stationary time series {X; = (X;1,..., X;,)" }7, with
mean p and auto-covariance structure given by I'y, = Cov(X,, X;1p,) for h = —(n —
1),...,(n—1). We are interested in testing

Hy:pu=0 versus H;:u#0. (1)
In this paper, we propose the following test statistic
1/ — 7= I o1
T, =3 X, X,--) X/X,), (2)

n
t=1

where X,, = n7'>" | X, The problem of testing high-dimensional location
parameters has been extensively studied for independent data, with notable con-
tributions including Bai and Saranadasa (1996), Srivastava (2009), Chen and Qin
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(2010), et al. Recently, the literature has been extended to the high-dimensional
settings, with works such as Ayyala et al. (2017) and Zhang et al. (2025) proposing
test statistics that estimate the Lo-type distance ' p to quantify the discrepancy
between the null and alternative hypotheses. Below, we provide a detailed mutual
comparison of our proposed method with those of Ayyala et al. (2017) and Zhang
et al. (2025).

Ayyala et al. (2017) were among the first to address this problem in the con-
text of high-dimensional dependent data. They assumed the data follows the high-
dimensional M-dependent Gaussian stationary processes and proposed a test statistic
based on the squared Euclidean norm of the sample mean vector, namely, T)pr =
X I X ,,. To address bias induced by the autocovariance structure, they constructed

an unbiased estimator for E(X ZX ») and developed a ratio-consistent estimator for
the asymptotic variance of the test statistic. Furthermore, they established the
asymptotic normality under the null hypothesis as both sample size n and the dimen-
sion p tend to infinity, by assuming p = O(n), M = O(n'/®), and tr{l,T\[.Ty} =
o{tr?(Q2)} for any a,b,c,d = 0,..., M , where §2,, denotes the covariance matrix
of X, multiplied by n. A key limitation, however, is that their asymptotic theory
relies heavily on the Gaussian process assumption. By relaxing the M-dependent
Gaussian assumption, Zhang et al. (2025) introduced a band-excluded U-statistic
(BEU) to estimate the Ly norm of the population mean vector. Their test statistic
is Tyoqg = (n—b)(n—b+1)"" Dl ta|>b X/ X,,, where b is an exclusion bandwidth
parameter. By systematically excluding cross-products of data vectors at temporally
close points, their approach mitigates bias caused by long-range temporal depen-
dencies. They studied the asymptotic theory of the BEU-statistic under a linear
innovation model with S-mixing conditions. They considered two regimes of decay:
exponential, which allows p to grow exponentially with n, and polynomial, which
requires p = O(n") for some 7 > 0. To estimate the asymptotic variance of the test
statistic under the null hypothesis, they applied a similar band-exclusion technique
and employed a kernel-smoothing technique with a quadratic spectral kernel, though
this involves the substantial computational cost and nuisance bandwidth parameter.

Relative to Ayyala et al. (2017), we propose a test statistic by removing the terms
of diagonal cross-product terms to enhance the power performance, which is inspired
by Chen and Qin (2010). We adapt this insight to the dependent data framework.
More fundamentally, our method diverges by relaxing the restrictive M-dependent
Gaussian assumption to a more general linear process framework. Compared to
the method of Zhang et al. (2025), the key difference lies in the estimation of the
asymptotic variance. We leverage a sample-splitting technique for the variance esti-
mation of the asymptotic variance of the test statistic under a linear process frame-



work. This fundamental difference circumvents the need for selecting the nuisance
kernel smoothing parameter required in Zhang et al. (2025). Furthermore, by depart-
ing from the U-statistic formulation, our method achieves a significant reduction in
computational burden while maintaining theoretical consistency, rendering it more
practical for large-scale applications.

2.2 Main results

Define €2,,, the covariance matrix of X, multiplied by the sample size,

n—1
Q,=Ty+2) (1 — h)rh,

n
h=1

and Q@ = Ty + 257, T',. For investigating the asymptotic normality of T,,, we
assume the following assumptions in the analysis.

Assumption 1. For t = 1,...,n, X, = p+ V%Y, where Y, = (Y, Yip) "
with Y;; = > 0 bkZiy;, and {Z;;} are independent and identically dis-
tributed (ii.d.) random variables with E[Z,;] = 0, E[Z7;] = 1 and E[Z}]] =
g < OQ.

Assumption 2. There exist two positive constants Cy and C} such that | X[, < Cy
and tr(X)/p > Cy. Here || - || stands for the spectral norm of a matrix.
Assumption 3. (i) b, = o(n™®), i.e. lim n°b, = 0; (i) D poybe = s # 0; (iii)
n—oo

p=0(n) and p — 00 as n — 0.

Assumption 1 assume the linear process model of {X,;}/",, which is widely used
in time series analysis (Brockwell and Davis 2013; Zhang et al. 2018). This linear
process model cover the well known MA(g) model and AR(1) model. Under the
Assumption 1, we have I', = a;,X, where a;, = ZZOZO brbg.n. Assumption 2 implies
that the correlation between the variables cannot be excessively large. Assumptions
3-(i) and 3-(ii) ensure that the temporal correlation becomes negligible as n increases.
Assumption 3-(iii) allows the dimension p to increase to infinity as n approaches
infinity, which is a significant departure from the assumption that n approaches
infinity before p does in Breitung and Das (2005).

Based on simple calculations, we have E(T},) = Y01 (1 — B tr(T'y,) under H.
Let M = [min(n,p)'/®], we replace E(T,) by

M

oy = Z (1 - %) tr(Tp). (3)

h=1



Due to the multiple occurrences of fourth moments, the variance of 7}, has a compli-
cated structure. Define

o2 — %tr(m). (@)

To address this issue, we use o2 to approximate Var(7,,) under Hy.

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions 1-4 and Hy, if M = [min(n, p)'/®], as n — oo,

~ )/ V7 = N(0,1), (5)
where p, and o, is defined in (3) and (4), respectively.

In order to construct the test statistic that can be used for the hypothesis test
(1), we need to estimate y,, and o2. We consider estimating tr(T';,) with

n—h
. 1 ] i}
tr(l'a) = —~ D (X = X)) (X ewn — X0),

t=1
and naturally propose the plug in estimator

M n—h

2 > "X - X)) (X — X (6)

hltl

for 11,. We next find a ratio consistent estimator of o2. Ayyala et al. (2017) intro-
duced an unbiased estimator of o2. Their approach involves constructing a specific
set of subscripts, ensuring that only pairwise correlations exist among the four sam-
ples in each component of the estimator. However, the consistency of their method
is demonstrated under M-dependent Gaussian assumption. Building on this, Zhang
et al. (2018) propose a new estimator which is suitable for some special correlation
structure. Motivated by Zhang et al. (2018), we select the datapair (X, X ;) that
are sufficiently separated in time. Specifically, we require |s — t| > [n/2] > M,
which make sure X; and X are approximately independent under the assumed de-
pendence structure. This allows us to use two non-overlapping segments of the series
to estimate I'y,, and I'j,, independently. Thus, we propose

n/2] ha n—ho

Z Z T(Xs_Xn)(Xt—Hn _Xn)T(Xs—Hm_Xn)
= s=t+[n/2]

(n — ha/2 = 5[n/2] + 1/2)([n/2] — h2)
6

(7)

Shyhy =



to estimate tr(I'y,Ty,). It follows that

1 M M M M
62 = 5 (SO,O +2)  Spo+2) Somt+4d > Shl,,m). (8)

hi1=1 ho=1 h1=1 ho=1

Theorem 2.2. Under Assumptions 1-4 and Hy, if M = [min(n, p)'/®], as n — oo,

(To — fin)/ /32 55 N(0,1). (9)

According to Theorem 2.2, we reject the null hypothesis when (7, — fi,,)/\/ 02 >
Za, Where z, is the upper a-quantile of the standard normal distribution N (0, 1) for
a level a test.

3 Simulation Study

In this section, we conduct a comparative analysis between our proposed method,
referred to as T),, and two established test approaches: the method developed by
Srivastava (2009) for independent data, denoted as Tgg;, and the approach introduced
by Zhang et al. (2025) for f-mixing dependent data, denoted as T,cq. We exclude
the test proposed by Ayyala et al. (2017) from this comparison due to the Gaussian
M-dependent assumption, as well as its substantial computational demands.

We consider the following generating model

q
Xt = ,u+21/QZAth_h, (10)
h=0
where Ay, ..., A, are p X p symmetric matrices which determine the autocovariance

structure of X, and Z; ; are independently and identically distributed from N (0, 1)
and Gamma(4,2) — 2. Besides that, we set Ay = I, and for h = 1,2,

% i— =0, v li—jl =0,

- 01 o = 2 <li—iql<
Anig W 1 <|i —j| < pw, i li — |2 L<fi—jl < puw,

0 -l 0 " limil>pu

where (w, ¢1, ¢2) = (0.5,0.3,0.2). Here, w represents the sparsity and (¢1, ¢o) control
the strength of dependence between the variables. For A > 2, we simply consider
Api; = e 2" In this paper, we choose ¢ = 0,2,n — 1 in model (10) to mimic
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the independent and dependent cases. To apply our proposed method effectively,
we recommend taking M = [min(n,p)'/®]. For the comparison, we followed the
recommendation outlined in Zhang et al. (2025) and take the lag window of their
method as |[n/10]. We set the nominal significance level a = 0.05, and all the
simulation results are based on 1000 replications.

Table 1 summarizes the empirical sizes of the three tests under the null hypothe-
sis. When ¢ = 0, indicating temporal independent, all testing procedures efficiently
control the empirical type I error across a wide range of sample sizes and dimen-
sions. However, under dependency setting, that is ¢ = 2 and ¢ = n — 1, the Ty, test
exhibits notable deviation from the nominal level, which is anticipated given their
inability to account for the dependent structure. Compared to our method, the 7T},
test shows a slight deviation from the nominal significance level in empirical type I
error evaluation. Overall, our proposed test T}, demonstrates superior robustness in
maintaining the nominal size across different dependency scenarios.

Table 1: Empirical sizes (in %) of different tests under different scenarios.

q=0 q=2 g=n-—1
n p To Tioq Tswm Tn Tioq Tsm Tn Treq Taw
Zt,j ~ N(Oa 1)

250 100 75 58 38 6.7 6.5 984 5.8 6  98.3
300 6.8 52 32 64 58 100 72 6.1 100
600 6.7 58 14 68 43 100 73 48 100
500 100 65 56 48 72 74 988 7.2 73 987
300 56 47 31 76 65 100 76 6.6 100
600 64 47 23 76 68 100 72 64 100

Zyj ~ Gamma(4,2) — 2

250 100 6.4 4.9 3 7 8 987 6.7 7 98.2
300 56 45 28 56 51 100 8 6 100
600 62 49 15 69 49 100 71 4.6 100
500 100 56 48 46 62 64 986 7.6 7.7 989
300 7 59 46 55 47 100 7.7 7.3 100
600 71 59 36 67 6.7 100 7.3 5.8 100

To compare statistical power, we examine six scenarios with different parameter
configurations of (n,p,q): Sl. (n,p,q) = (250,300,0), S2. (n,p,q) = (250,300, 2),
S3. (n,p,q) = (250,300, 249), S4. (n,p,q) = (250,100, 0), S5. (n,p,q) = (250,100, 2)
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and S6. (n,p,q) = (250, 100,249). Set u = (wkgkgzﬁglﬁpW : 0;_ Mﬂ)T with different sce-
narios of sparsity level v € {0.2,0.4,0.8} and signal strength ¢3 € {0.05, 0.06,0.07,0.08,0.09},
with wg, = wg, = 1, wg, = wg, = 0.4, wg, = wg, = 0.005. The outcomes are de-
picted in Tables 3-6. It’s evident that our proposed test, 7}, surpasses T}, test.
Furthermore, the computational cost of our proposed method is approximately one-
tenth that of T}, test, offering a significant advantage in terms of efficiency over
the latter, which is presented in Table 2. This demonstrates that our method not
only achieves better empirical power but also does so with a drastically reduced

computational burden.

Table 2: Timings (in seconds) of different tests under the null hypothesis with Gaus-
sian distributed data, averaged over 1000 replications.

q=20 q=2 g=n-—1
n b T, Tr0q Tsr T, T70q Tsr T, Tcq Tor

250 100 0.780  27.865 0.004 0.753 26.220 0.004 0.716 26.342 0.004
300 1.293 72.004 0.047 1.265 73.016 0.048 1.275 71.536 0.046
600 8.985 357.492 1.311 9.859 358.353 1.571 8.079 352.216 1.174

500 100 2.978 449.863 0.005 2.965 445.932 0.005 2.834 417.464 0.005
300 8.922 1986.630 0.061 8.522 2311.324 0.060 8.802 2283.405 0.059
600 26.122 2378.73 0.618 24.304 2515.59 0.597 26.083 2674.434 0.573

4 Real Data Analysis

In this section, we apply our proposed method to a pricing problem in finance,
specifically exploring whether the weekly excess return of any asset is zero on average.
Denote X;; = R;; —rf; by the excess return of the jth asset at time ¢t fort =1,...,n
and j = 1,...,p, where R;; is the return on asset j during period ¢ and rf; is the
risk-free return rate of all asset during period t. We study the zero-factor pricing
model

Xt:“+€t7 tzl?"'ana

where X; = (Xu,..., X)), = (1, 1), and &, = (&, ...,&,) " is the zero-
mean error vector. We consider the null hypothesis test Hy : u = 0, which means
that, the return rate of any asset R is equal to the risk-free return rate rf; on
average. We analyzed the weekly return rates of stocks in the S&P 500 index from
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Table 3: Empirical powers (in %) of different tests under scenarios S1-S3 with Gaus-
sian distributed data.

S1 S2 S3
v ¢3 T, TZCQ Tsr T, TZCQ T, TZCQ

0.2 005 486 439 296 159 143 18 15.7
0.06 694 66.1 523 21.2 189 24.1 208
0.07 855 831 745 286 255 322 283
0.08 953 943 89.6 383 341 41.7 378
0.09 988 987 97 48 448 52 481

04 005 46.6 416 299 281 248 328 29.1
0.06 69.2 652 51 41.3 383 455 41.6
0.07 852 826 739 57.7 549 604 57.1
0.08 949 941 894 714 67.7 739 70.3
0.09 987 983 964 833 81 854 841

0.8 0.05 489 44.3 309 583 535 59.2 559
0.06 688 654 531 796 76.8 788 753
0.07 856 83 74 914 89.5 90.6 89.6
0.08 955 942 902 972 969 976 96.6
0.09 992 99 971 99.2 99 994 99.2
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Table 4: Empirical powers (in %) of different tests under scenarios S4-S6 with Gaus-
sian distributed data.

S4 S5 S6
v ¢3 T, TZCQ Tsr T, TZCQ T, TZCQ

0.2 005 271 245 206 11.8 12 122 118
0.06 375 343 31 145 149 155 1438
0.07 51.7 483 444 177 177 19.8 189
0.08 66.5 649 604 221 21.3 253 239
0.09 782 769 73.7 26 26 299 29.1

04 005 53.8 504 449 17.8 18 20 194
0.06 728 70 66.6 24 238 28 271
0.07 874 86.2 84.3 325 31.3 36.7 349
0.08 953 942 927 428 404 44.1 435
0.09 989 987 981 51.2 51.9 529 529

0.8 0.05 87.5 86.1 843 33 325 347 341
0.06 972 96.7 96.5 46.3 459 48.7 48.7
0.07 100 100 100 60.2 59.7 624 624
0.08 100 100 100 73.6 73.1 754 749
0.09 100 100 100 83.7 8&83.1 &87.2 864
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Table 5: Empirical powers (in %) of different tests under scenarios S1-S3 with
Gamma distributed data.

S1 S2 S3
v ¢3 T, TZCQ Tsr T, TZCQ T, TZCQ

0.2 0.05 457 419 264 155 13 173 15.2
0.06 67 627 455 209 186 251 20.6
0.07 83.7 81.3 66.5 279 248 319 28.6
0.08 949 929 853 353 319 422 384
0.09 988 984 95.7 442 41.6 51.9 47.7

04 005 46.2 415 221 27.7 247 33 28.7
0.06 65.7 61.6 41.3 419 386 46.1 42
0.07 817 793 61.8 558 523 62 589
0.08 93.1 922 80.2 70.7 664 745 71.3
0.09 99 983 935 822 799 &8 827

0.8 0.05 473 428 198 564 53 59  55.7
0.06 678 64.2 36.7 76.9 73.8 T7.1 747
0.07 84.8 822 58 91.1 89.1 90 8&8.1
0.08 956 946 794 98 976 96.6 95.7
0.09 986 983 93.7 99.9 99.7 99 98.8
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Table 6: Empirical powers (in %) of different tests under scenarios S4-S6 with
Gamma distributed data.

S4 S5 S6
v ¢3 T, TZCQ Tsr T, TZCQ T, TZCQ

0.2 005 246 213 162 114 114 13.3 126
0.06 34.7 323 248 134 13.6 159 151
0.07 47 447 36.5 166 169 195 18.9
0.08 62.5 59.5 521 20.1 20.2 23.6 23.6
0.09 757 736 664 25 24 285 274

04 005 514 473 369 166 168 19.6 19.1
0.06 69.9 67.7 576 23 231 264 253
0.07 86.8 86.1 782 314 30.8 358 352
0.08 953 946 91.8 39.6 393 441 43
0.09 989 987 979 499 49.6 54.1 53.2

0.8 0.05 872 86.2 759 331 325 373 36.3
0.06 979 973 952 46.6 458 50.5 49.6
0.07 100 99.9 994 598 584 628 62.6
0.08 100 100 100 73 721 T76.5 76.2
0.09 100 100 100 84.7 84.6 864 85.6
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January 14, 2005, to November 24, 2023. The weekly data were calculated using the
stock prices on Fridays. After deleting missing values, we obtained a dataset with
p = 393 securities across n = 888 observations.

First, we examine the presence of time series dependence in the observed se-
quences of our dataset. To achieve this, we apply the Box-Pierce test, a traditional
method for detecting autocorrelation. The p-value histogram from the Box-Pierce
test for the U.S. datasets is shown in Figure 1-(a). We observe a significant number
of p-values below 0.05, indicating that some observed sequences may exhibit auto-
correlation. Furthermore, we employ the max-type high-dimensional white noise test
procedure, as described by Feng et al. (2022), to assess whether the excess return are
white noise. This test produces a p-value of zero, strongly suggesting time depen-
dence among the sequences. Consequently, test procedures that assume independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random vectors may not perform well and could
yield inaccurate results.

We employed a rolling window procedure with a window length of m = 260
weeks (approximately 5 years) to evaluate the performance of our proposed T,, test
and Tycq test. Figure 1-(b) displays the p-values for each test procedure over time,
with the black horizontal line representing the 0.05 significance level. In the first
nine years and the last eight years, both 7}, test and T, test failed to reject the
null hypothesis, suggesting that the weekly excess returns of any asset may be zero
on average during these periods. However, during the five-year period in the middle,
both the T;, test and T}, test frequently reject the null hypothesis, indicating that
the weekly excess returns of any asset were not zero on average in the interval. It
is noteworthy that our proposed test demonstrated a stronger rejection of the null
hypothesis compared to the T,q test, indicating higher sensitivity and potentially
greater accuracy in detecting deviations from zero weekly excess returns.

5 Conclusion

In this study, we introduce a novel mean test method for high-dimensional data,
accommodating both cross-sectional and time series dependencies. The asymptotic
normality of the proposed test statistic is established as both p and n approach
infinity concurrently. The tests presented in this paper follow a sum-type procedure,
exhibiting robust performance under dense alternatives when the time series of a
majority of variables are depart from zero. An intriguing challenge is to develop
a max-type test procedure that performs well under sparse alternatives, where the
time series of a handful of variables are depart from zero.

Moreover, several studies, including Feng et al. (2024) and Chen et al. (2024),
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Figure 1: U.S.’s weekly datasets.

have explored the asymptotic independence between sum-type and max-type test
procedures. Therefore, it would be fascinating to investigate the asymptotic inde-
pendence between these two types of procedures in the context of high-dimensional
unit root testing.
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A Notations

Let €, = XY2Y,, we define a M-dependent approximation sequence for {&:}7, as
follows,

M
7§M) - ]E[et|Zt—M7 R Zt] = 21/2 Z kat_k’
k=0

where M = [min(n,p)"/®*]. In order to simplify notation, we omit the superscript in

the absence of ambiguity. By replacing the €; in T;, with ')/EM), we define

1
TN = S Y — Z ¥ ),
where 4, = n~! Z?:l v, Let apar = ,]Cuoh bibi1n, we define the auto-covariance

matrices of 'yEM) at lag h as
Ly = E[7t7:+h] =apnuX, h=0,1,--- M,

and Q0 = T + 230 (1 — BYLhar. Let {8,}7, be a Gaussian sequence which
is independent of {~,};., and preserves the auto-covariance structure of {~,}i, i.e.
E[6:0/.,] = Ty n. Similarly, with 8, =n~t 3" | §,, we define
@ _ LsTs - LT
I = 5(nd, 8, — ~ > 6.48,).

n
t=1

B Important Lemmas

We first establish the following lemmas which will be frequently used in our subse-
quent proofs.

Lemma B.1. Let W = Y 7 a,Z;, where Y- |a;] < oo, there exists a positive
constant T > 3 such that for all p X p positive semi-definite matriz B satisfy

E[(WTBW)?| <r [E(W BW)]”.
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Proof Let [B];; denotes the entry in row ¢, column j of B. Since B is positive
semi-definite matrix, B = DAD', where D is an orthogonal matrix and A =
diag(A1, -+, Ap), A1 > A > --- >\, > 0. Let Z} = D" Z,, we can calculate their
second and fourth moments

» 2
E(Z, "] =E Z[D]ijzt,i =1,
i=1
p 4 p
E[Zé,ﬁ] =E Z[D]ijzt,i = Z[D]?j(ﬂﬁl —3)+3 < .
i=1 i=1
Then
p 00 2 p &S] 00
E[(W'BW)| =) [B],E (Z aizi,r) => [Bli» Y al =) a}tr(B),
r=1 i=0 r=1 i=0 i=0
4 00
E[(W BW)? = Z [Blyyra [Blrs.wra B H (Z aiZi,rj>
1<ry,r2,r3,74<p Jj=1 \1i=0
p 0 4
=Y BILE > aiZi,
r=1 i=0
00 2 o] 2
+Y (2(BR, + [Blrs[Bles) E ( > aiZm) ( > aiZi,s)
T#S =0 =0
p o] [e%¢) 2
=S (St Sosatad) + X @B, + Bl 11..) (L)
r=1 =0 i#£j r#s =0
o) oo 2
<tr(B)? ( Z a; s + Z 3@?@?) + (2tr(B?) + tr(B)?) ( Z a?)
i=0 itj i=0
o0 2
<(pq + 6) ( > a§> tr(B)® = (s + 6) [E(WTBW)]”.
i=0
This completes the proof by taking 7 = 4 + 6. [ |

Lemma B.2. Under Assumptions 1-3, for all ky, ks, k3, ks, there exists a constant
Ty such that

[E [er,er = tr (D) ] [, = tr (D) ] < 700 (27)
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Proof
[ [, ks = tr (Ts—sal)] [Er36k: = tr (T al)]|
<{B e~ s e~ Ouos)]' |
It suffice to prove, for all > 0,
E|(e]en—tr(Tw)’| < mtr (22).

We split €, into two independent parts

o) h—1
€y, = /2 Z besnZ i + /2 Z bpZn—i := €n,(1) + €n,(2).
k=0 k=0

Then we can simplify E [(eo €, — tr (Fh))2] as follows,

E [(egeh —tr (Fh))2] =E [(egeh,(l) — tr(T)) } +E[(e €n)?] -
Since

E[(Z, 2Z,)] =tr(%?),
E[(Z,XZ) —tr(2))*] =2tx(Z%) + (s — D) tr(Z 0 ) < (g + 1) tr(T?),

where ® denotes Hadamard product. Then, we have

E [(€) €n(2)? (Z b2> (Z bi) tr(X%?
and
E [(eoTeh 1) — tr(I‘h))z]

= b LE(Z.2Z, — () + Y bbb E(Z, 22,2 £Z))
k=0 k,1=0,k7l

+ Y b E(Z5Z,Z]%Z))
k,1=0,k£l
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[e.o]

S(ua+ 1)) BB tr(E2) + Y (bibienbibein + bib,) tr(E?)

k=0 ko, l=0,k £l

2 (o9}

{ pa + 1 Z bibicys, + (Z bkbk-i—h) + (Z bi) (Z bl—l—h) } %)

k=0 k=0

<(ps +3) <Zb2) tr(X?).

o0 oo 2
It completes the proof with tr (©2%) = ( >y bkbk+h1) tr(X?) and b, = o(n™?).
hi1=—00 k=0

[ |
Let by, ar := bplir<ary, applying the similar technique analysis, we get the following
lemma of .

Lemma B.3. Under Assumptions 1-3, for all ky, ks, k3, ks, there exists a constant
Ty such that

E [ Ve = 0 (T o) ] 7 Vhy = 0 (Do) ]| < motr (93 ) -

Lemma B.4. Let {b 1>, is a sequence of numbers, if there exist a constant k > 1
such that b, = o(n=*), then

Z —(k— 1))

m=n

Proof For any € > 0, there exists V € N, such that for all n > N, nk|bn| < €. Then
for alln > N, k > 1, we have

S b =

(m+1)n— 1
nk*l

t=mn

B.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1
Note that

Ty — ()2 [ 1y TV T,§G> T, — T\
2 2

oz o \/tr (9 4)/2 \/tr (2 4)/2 \/tr (5 0)/2
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Our proof is mainly divided into the following three parts: first, we prove the asymp-
totic normality of 7'9 in Lemma B.5, then we use some Gaussian approximation
approach to prove the asymptotic normality of TéNG) in Lemma B.7. Finally, we
use T,ENG) to approximate 7, in Lemma B.13. Besides that, we need to prove

tr(€2; ;) = 02(1+ o(1)). Then, it completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

B.1.1 Part1l

Lemma B.5. Under Assumptions 1-3 and Hy holds, as n — oo,

(@) (@)
[ ] — N(0,1) (11)
tr(Qi,M)/Z
Proof Based on simple calculations, we have IE[T( )] = [tr(Qr) — tr(Toar)]/2.

Let 8 = (8],...,8)7, then § ~ N(onp,z), where ¥ = Y, Dy ® Ty a1, Dy, is
the n x n matrix with [Dy];; = 1 if ¢ — j = h and [Dp];; = 0 otherwise. Let 1, be
the n-dimensional vector with all elements one, I, be the n x n identity matrix, and

M={-M,...,M}, we have

Var(T©) =~ Var (6 0,17 © I, — 1,15

ar(n)_4_n2 ar [nn® p np]
2n2

1 . 8
=——tr ([1n12 @I, —I,,)21,1 &I, Inp]z)

:—2 > > (1) Dal1,1, Dy1,) — 2tx(1, Do Dy1y) + tr(DeDy)] tr(Ta Ty )

aeEM beM
1 a b 2 a b
SE [0 -20- )0
%( - _|>]-{a b}] tr(LomLoar)-
Therefore,
Var(T) = 2 tr(940)(1 + o(1), (12)

where €, py = Toar + 2 Zthl(l - %)I‘hM. Now, it is suffices to prove

T 1 n T
B 1 0, 6, — tr(I"
nd, 0, — tr(Q,.ar) N N0, 1), n Doy 0, 6, —tr(Toar) = 0,(1). (13)

2tr(Q27M) 2tr(Qi7M)
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We will apply Theorem 3.1 in Ayyala et al. (2017) and its correction Theorem 2.1 in
Cho et al. (2019) to prove the first part in equation (13). Before that, we rephrase
Theorem 2.1 in Cho et al. (2019) with the notation in our paper as the following
Proposition B.1.

Proportion B.1 (Cho et al. 2019, Theorem 2.1). Let d;,...,8, € R? follow an
M -dependent strictly stationary Gaussian process with zero mean and autocovariance
structure given by To s, . .., Carar. Assume that p = O(n) and p — oo, M = O(n'/®)
and

tr(Top Ty p Lo Lan) = oM~ tr*(Q2 ) (14)

then as n — o0,
né. 8, — tr(Quas) a

2tr(Qi7M)

N(0,1).

In order to utilize the above Proposition B.1, we only need to prove that the
condition (14) holds. It suffices to prove that

tr(X4) = o(M*tr?(X?)).

Let Ay > --- > )\, be the eigenvalues of ¥, by Assumption 2, we have \; < Cp, and
tr(X) > pC,. Since tr}(X) < ptr(X?), M = [min(n, p)'/%], we have
WE tr(24) p1/2 DY - p3/2061 B

i=1"" — 1).
tr2(x?) — p2erd(¥) T pCY o(l)

Thus, the first part in equation (13) has been proved. Now, we prove the second
part in equation (13).

E

1 — ?
(_ > 66— tr(Fo,M)) ]
n t=1
2
= Z Z tr(DyDy) tr(Lo vLo )

aeM beM

=25 (1= 1) () = olex(9200)

n n
heM
This completes the proof. |

Lemma B.6. Under Assumptions 1-3 and Hy holds, as min(n,p) — oo,

E[TO] — i, = o(tr /(22 ). (15)

n
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Proof By Lemma B.4, we have > ;2 |b;| = o(M~*), then, as min(n,p) — oo,

M

M o0
n—nh n—
IE[TéG)] — ,un| = Z n tr(I‘h -TI, M) = tI‘ Z Z b;b;_p,
h=1 i=M+1
Spl/Qtrl/2(22)< Z |bz‘)(z‘b’)
i=M+1—-h
:0{p1/2M74 trl/Z(EQ)} = O(trl/Z(Q ).

B.1.2 Part 2

In this part, we will use the Gaussian approximation technique to prove the asymp-
totic normality of T, T(LNG), which can be stated as the following Lemma B.7.

Lemma B.7. Under Assumptions 1-8 and Hy holds, as n — oo,

T — TN = 0, (tr2(2], 11))-
Proof Since neither I', nor €2, appears in this part, we omit the subscript M from
I';, ar and abbreviate §2,, 5 as €2, for simplicity. Define
el _
F =n71[8]8; — tr(Dizyy)] -
For any n, choose o € (0,1) and C' > 0 and w,, = Cn® > M, so that n = w,q, + 7n.
Then we can define the following random variables,

an ]UJn
G G
R SIS S
k=(i—1)wn+11=(j—1)wn+1
iwn Jwn

AR YD VR (B

k=(—1)wn+11=(j—1)wn+1

FO = T FO.

)
(i,j)E{l,"' 777‘}2\{17"' 7WnQn}2

For non-Gaussian sequence {~,}7_;, we define BI(JN @ pINE) FWNG) gimilarly. For

the sake of simplicity, when we don’t emphasize the difference between Gaussian
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and non-Gaussian processes, we use the unmarked symbols B;; to represent BZ-(jG) or
Bi(JNG). Let

qn iwn—M
E Bij, So = E By — E Fk
1<i<j<gn i=1 k=(i—1)wn+1
fwn
E D — E g Fik, Sa=1F — E Fkks
1<4,j<gn i=1 k=iwn,—M+1 k=gnwn+1

and AS; = S\9 — SV Then, T — TV = AS| + AS,/2 + AS;/2 + ASy/2.

1

Now, it suffice to prove that AS; = o,(tr'/?(€2 ,)), which is presented in Lemmas
B.8-B.11. |

Lemma B.8. Under Assumptions 1-3 and Hy, as n — oo,
AS; = o, (tr2(Q2 ). (16)

Proof Fori=1,...,q,, we define

iwn— iwn,—
1

5k7 £z_w_M

k=(i—1)wn+1 k=(i—1)wn+1

Since {m,}~, and {&,}*, are both independent series, for any i # j,

Wy, — M)? wy, — M)?
B = =y, g - M,

(wn—M)?

_(wn=M)" T
ntrl/Q(Qi’A{)m y7 and

Define v, (x,y) =

Wnym,) =Y. B /a2, = > va(m.my),

1<i<j<qn 1<i<j<qn
NG)
W &)= >, BI/a2Q,)= > &)
1<i<j<qn 1<i<j<gn

By Pollard (2012), It is known that a sequence of random variables {Z,,}°°, con-
verges weekly to a random variable Z if and only if for every f € C3(R), E(f(Z,)) —
E(f(Z)). Thus, it is necessary to prove [E[f(W(&,, -+ , &, ))] — BLF(W (- ,m,, ))]| =
0. Since both m; and &; are finite linear combination of Z; ;, it’s easy to check that
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{m,;}{~, and {&,}7", satisfy the following Proportions B.2-B.3. For k =1,--- ¢, +1,
we further deﬁne

Wi, = W(nlv 7nk—17£k7"' aSqn)7

Wk,O = Z Vn(’rh?’rlj) + Z 5175 Z Z ”717

1<i<j<k—1 k+1<i<j<qn 1<i<k—1k+1<j<qn

For a fixed function f € C3(R), we have

BV, £,))] - B Wy 0, )| < S EFWe) — Ef (Ween)].
k=1

By Taylor’s expansion,

1

- 3)
FWe) = f(Wio) — Z — (Wi, — Wipo) f(Z (Wieo) SUPzer ’f (-73)|
=1

<
- 6

Wi, — Wk,0|3>

2!

1 i oG sup,ep | f@ ()
‘f(Wk—H) — f(Whkyo) — Z Al (Wit — Wi)' fO(Wio)| < GR(L @) (Wit — Wiol’ .
i=1
We have

E[Wk_Wk,0|n17 T 7nk—17€k+17 e ’Eqn] = ZE[Vn<n27€k)|nz]+ Z E[Vn(gk’sjﬂgj} =0

i=1 j=k+1
Similarly, we have

E[WkJrl - Wk,O‘nla e ank71>€k+17 e 7£qn] =0.

Using the similar method, we can prove that

E[(Wk—Wk,0)2|"717 sy Me—1, £k+17 e 7€qn] - E[(Wk+1—Wk,0)2|"71> sy Me—1, Ek-i—l’ Ty
Thus,

2
1 o
Z 5(W]g+1 — W) fO (W)

=1

2

1 L.
§ ~ (Wi = Wio) fOWio)| =E
=1

7l

Then we have

EFOV(E - £,)) — BFW (- )| < 3 EFV) — Ef (W)
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< Z SUPser \f M B We — Wiol® + B Wass — Wiof?)

Sy \f L 50— Wil T+ B Wi — Wil T

Now we derive upper bounds for E |W}, — I/I//y€7()|4 and E |[Wy 1 — Wk,0|4, by Proposition
B.2, we have

1[-3|W,€—W,§0|4
k—1 —
—ZE Uy, ’I’]Z,Ek Z [Vn €k7 +62 Z Vn ”7117€k> Vn(m275k) ]
j=k+1 i1=119=11+1
- qn
+6 Z Z V" sk’ Jl) Un ék’ ]2 +62 Z VTL leék Vn(EkvE ) }
J1=k+1 jo=j1+1 =1 j=k+1
k—1 qn k—1 — — qn
Sp<2¢;€k+ D Gk t6) Z O k0% + 0 Z Z %%%Z > m%)
} J=k+1 i1=11dio=i1+1 J1=k+1jo=j1+1 i=1 j=k+1
<3p (Zqﬁlk—k Z qb,”) = 3pInf?,
j=k+1

where Inf;, = Zi:l +Z et qbk] Similarly, we have E |W}; — W} 0| < 3pInfi.
Thus,

Adn
[ESOV (&, €,,) = BF(W (- ,my,,))| = O<Zlnf2/2)-
k=1
Since &; has the same first two moment as n,, we have

(wn—M)
n2tr(Q, ;)

twn—M Jwn—M twn—M Jwn—M

1
T tr(QQ)]E Z Z Z Z ViV Vi Ve
" ki=(i—Dwn+1 li={—-1Dwn+1 k2=(i—1)wn+1 lo=(j—1)wn+1
2

2. = E[u(€,.€)"] = E[¢]¢,€¢;]

twp—M iwn —M

1
— m tr Z Z Fkl—kg

k1i=0G—1)wn+1 k,‘g:(i—l)w"—f—l
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_ (Wn —QM)Q ' tr(QanM,M){l +o(1)).

n tr(QfL’M)

Then we have

I T S H —ow

— n? tr(thM)

This completes the proof of Lemma B.S8. |
Proportion B.2. For1 <1 < q,,
o For any a € R, E[v,,(§;, a)] = E[vn(a, &;)] = E[va(n;, a)] = E[vy(a,n;)] = 0.

e For any a,b € RP,

Elvi(a,&)vi (b, &)] = Elva(a, n;)va(b,my)],
E[vn(a, &)vn(&;, )] = E[v,(a, n;)va(n;, b)),
Elvn (&, a)vi(&;, b)) = E[vn(n;, a)va(m;, b)]

Proportion B.3. Forl <i < j < qy,, let ¢}, = E [1,(€;,€;)?], and py = max{r, 3}.
Under Assumptions 1-3,

max {E[Vn(€z7 €j)4]a Elv,(&;, "7]‘)4]7 Elv,(n;, 5;‘)4]7 Elv,(n;, "7]‘)4]} < Poﬁbij

Proof Let a; be the coefficient of Z;, _»—; in §,. By Lemma B.1, for any semi-
positive definite matrix B, we have

E[(¢] BE,)?] < n(E[¢] BE,))?,
where 7 is a constant. It follows that,
E[(£/¢))"] = E[E[(&/ €€ €)%1€]]
<nE [E[(fjﬁjﬁ;rgmﬁj]z]
=nE[(&E€¢1€,)°] = nE[(¢€,)%).
Since {m,} is i.i.d. Gaussian distributed random vector sequence, we have
E [(n/ n,)*] = E [El(n; n;n;n,)%|n;]]
—E [2 tr (E[n,n] In;mn; )?) + (tr (E[nmﬂmn}))z}
= 3E [(n}E[ng ]nj)2] = 3E[(n; n;)’]
Similarly, we have E [(n/€,)"] < nE[(n/€;)’] and E[(&/n,)'] < nE[€ n,)"],
which completes the proof of Proportion B.3. ]
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Lemma B.9. Under Assumptions 1-8 and Hy holds, as n — oo,
ASy = op(tr1/2(ﬂi’M)). (17)

Proof We only need to prove

dn
G
) > Fi = op(tr (€2 ),
=1 (i—1)wn+1<k<l<iwn—M
dn
NG
> > FD = 0, (tr'2(Q2 ). (18)

i=1 (i—1)wn+1<k<I<iwn—M

Note that, {3 1), +1<h<i<iw,ar Sk Fie1 are independent identically distributed se-

quence, and D )y o, s f,glG) = TLES)_M—E[TO(JS)_M]. Replace n in (12) with w,—M,
we have

Var Zn > (0401 — tr(Trgn)] | = Gnlen = M) (92, ) (1+0(1)).

2
i=1 (i—1)wn+1<k<I<iwn—M

Then

Gn(wn — M) tr (QF, 3y pr) (1+0(1))

2n2 tr (22 /)

which implies the first equation of (18). Now, we consider the second equation of
(18) Let k(l) < <K ]{?(4) be the sorted value of kl, ]CQ, ]{53, k4, and d; = k(i—i—l) — I{Z(Z)
Define A: {(kl,kg,kg,k’4) 01 S k?l 7é ]{72 S wn—M;l S k?g 7£ k‘4 S wn—M}, Al =
{dl > M or d3 > M}, Ay = {d1 < M,ds < M,dy > M}, Az = {dz < M1 = 1,2,3}
We partition Ay into As; = As N {|k1 — ka| < M, |ks —ka] < M}, and Agy =
Az \ Azq. For any (ki,..., k) € Ay, E(Fry ko Frsks) = 0, and any (ky, ..., ky) € Aag,
E(FryksFrsks) = E(Fryky)E(Frsr,) = 0. Then we only need to check Ay and Aj.
Since | Ay o] < 10w2M? and |A3z] < 24w, M3, we have

= o(1),

gn

Var Z Z [’Y;’Yl - tr(rkfl,M)}

=1 (i—1)wp+1<k<l<iw,—M

qn
4 > E{vL e — T k) HY kY — tl‘(rkam,M)H‘
(kl ..... k4)€A
nq,
- f( > o+ Y s X )E(fmfkgm
(k1 ..... k4)EAﬂA1 (k1 ..... k4)€AﬂA2 (k‘l ..... k:4)E.Aﬂ.A3
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= > B (Freiks Fegks) + E(Fiks Frgks)

(k1yeeska) EANA 2 (k1
:O{(mng? + 24w, M®)q, tr(Q;M)}
=o(n* tr(25 /).

This completes the proof. |

Lemma B.10. Under Assumptions 1-3 and Hy holds, as n — oo,

ASy = o,(tr (22 ).

Proof We partition AS3 into

Jwn
ASy— Y DY - Y 09 as.-Y S A
1<i,5<qn 1<4,5<qn i=1 i=jwn—M+1

It’s easy to prove that ASs, = op(trl/z(Q ). We will focus on AS3 ;. Define

iWwn Jwn—

Ly = Z Z Fht,

k=iwn—M+11=(j—1)wn+1

k=(i—1)wn+1 l=jwn—M+1

W, Jwn

Cij = Z Z .Fkl.

k=iwn—M+1l=jwp—M+1

Then, D;; = L;; + R;; + C;;. Since Fi; = Fii, we can find out that R;; = Lj;. Then,

5371: Z 2LU+ Z Oij

1<i,5<qn 1<i,5<qn
an—1 qn gn i—1 qn—1 gn  qn

= O3PS R LI STES STHENC) 35 35 )
=1 j=142 =2 j=1 =1 j=i+1 =1

=2L4 + 2L +2L5 + 2L, + 2C; + Cy,
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whore £ = S S 1) £ = SIS L £ = S 10 £ =

J=i+2 zj 7 i)
qn—1 (G) _ dn dn (G)
i=1 Li,i+1a G = i=1 Laj=i+1 ng , Co = i1 C :

(NG)y2
E[(£y )7
gn—1 dn qn—1 dn i1Wn Jiwn—M i2Wn, Jawn—M

=X 2> > > > > > BV YV k)

i1=1 j1=1142 12=1 jo=io+2 k1=t1wp—M+1 kg:(jl—l)wn—l—l ks=tiown—M+1 k‘4:(j2—1)wn+1

=1 qn iwn T [ Gwn—M ?

LS Sk ( 5 7k> o
i=1 j=i+2 k=iwn— M~+1 I=(j—1)wn+1

=n"2(gn — 1)(gn — 2)M (w,, — M) tr(2pr. 000, —2s01)

<n?(gn — 1)M{[(gn — 2)(wn — M)] tr"2(Q3 5) t02(Q2, ppar)

:O(”A%M tr(ﬂi,M)) = o(tr(ﬂfl’M)),

the second equation holds due to the following fact. Firstly, E(v} vu,Vr, Yi,) # O
only if k) — kqy < M and k) — k) < M, where k) < -+ < k(4) be the sorted
ki, -+, ks. Now, we consider the terms in the second equation. Note that j; > i1 +2
and jy > iy + 2, then ky — ky > M and ky — ks > M. Thus, E(v,, ¥, Ve, V) 7# 0
only if iy = 4y or 4y = jp or iy = jo — 1. When 4y = ia, E(V, Y, Vi, V,) 7 O only
if 1 = jo. When i1 = jy or i1 = jo — 1, then i5 < jo — 2 < 73 — 1, which implies
k@) — kqy = min{ky — ks, ky — ks} > M. Therefore, E(v, ¥, V5, Ye,) # 0 only if
iy =iy and j; = jo. Now, we have proved L") = o(tr'/2(Q2 ;). Similarly, we can
prove that £§'%) = o(tr/2(02 ,,)), L7 = oftrl2(Q2,), LI = o(tr!/2(02,,))),
CfNG) = 0(tr1/2(ﬂi7M)) and CfG) = o(trl/z(QiM)).

iwn, iwn—

SR DI DD S

i=1 k=iwp—M+11=(i—1)wp+1

dn TWn W —
NG
= E :E E : § : -7:151 :
i=1 k=iwn—M+11=(i—1)wy+1

= O(n‘2qn(wn = MM tx(927, 5)) = o(tr (€2, 4))-

Similarly, we can prove that E =o(t 1/2(92,1\4))7 £§,G) = O(tfl/Q(Qi,M)>7 EELG) =
o(tr'/2(Q2 4/)), eV = (tr1/2( ) and el = o(tr'/?(€22 5;)). This completes
the proof. u
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Lemma B.11. Under Assumptions 1-3 and Hy holds, as n — oo,
A5, = 0yt (€2,).

Proof We partition

A8y =F@ - VO 1 N~ FNO N D 2 A8+ AS,.

k=qnwn—+1 k=gnwn+1

Since ASyz = 0, (tr'/2(€22 ;) is trivial, it suffices to prove ASy; = o, (tr'/2(22 /).
Define

B = {(ki, ko, ks, ky) € {1,--- ,n} x{quwn+1,--- ,n} x{1,--- ;n} x{quwn +1,--+ ,n}},
By = {(ky, ko, ks, ky) € {1,--- ,n}* 1 |k — k3| > 3M; min(ki, ks3) > guwn},
By = {(ky, ko, ks, ky) € {1, ,n}* : |ky — ks| > 3M; min(ky, k3) > ¢uwn;

min(|ky — ka|, |k1 — k4|) < M;min(|ks — kol , |ks — ka|) < M}.

For any (ki, ks, ks, ks) € By \ B, we have E(Fy k,Frsr,) = 0. Note that By C
{gnwn + 1, ;n}*, then |Ay| < ri. Since |B\ B < 6Mnw?, by Corollary B.3, we
have

E[(FN9)?] (Z Z Fiu+ Z Z.Fkl>

k=1 l=qnwn+1 k=qnwn+1 [=1

<4Z Z Z Z E(FruFrs)|

k=1 l=gnwn+1 r=1 s=qnwn+1

=4 Z |E(./T"kl./_"rs)‘ + 4 Z ‘E(Fklfrs)’

(ke l,r,s)€ A\ AL (k,lr,s)€A2

6Mnw? +rp
= O{T tr (€22 5/) } = o(tr(£22 ).
Similarly, we have E[(F(©))?] = o(tr(€2 ,,)). This completes the proof. [ |

B.1.3 Part 3

Lemma B.12. Under Assumptions 1-3 and Hy holds, as n — oo,

To = TV = o, (tr'2(0] ).
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Proof We reformulate

o) ) D CEEAUCEE AR SR CREAL

t=2 s=1 1<t,s<n,t#s

By the calculations, we have

Var{ > %T(es—'ys)}

1<t,s<n,t#s

= Z Z Z btl—u1 bS1—v1 th—uz bs2—v2

1<ty t2,81,82<n t1 —M<u1<t; v1<s1—M~—1
t1#£s1,taF#sa  to—M <uz<ts vo<sg—M-—1

X E[(ZLEZM - 5u1,v1 tI‘(Z))(ZLZZW - 5“2,1)2 tl"(z))]

= > { > be,—ybs, —rbi,—sbs, E[(Z 2 Z, — tr(2))(Z]=Z, — t2(2))]
1<ty,t2,81,52<n t1—M<r<tiA(s1—M-1)
t17£51,t2752 to—M<s<taA(so—M—1),r#s
+ Z bt1—rb81—sbtz—rbSQ—sE[(ZrTEZS)(ZTTEZS)]

(t1—M)/\(t2—M)§T§t1/\t2
s<(s1—M—1)A(sa—M—1),r#s

+ Z bt1frb81fsbtrsbSTTE[(Z:EZQ(ZIEZT)]

tl—MSTStl/\(SQ—M—l)
to—M<s<toA(s1—M—1),r#s

+ > by, —rbs,—rbiy—rbs, JE(Z]SZ, —tx(ENZ]2Z, — tr(E))]}

(t1—M)A(t2—M)<r<tiAta
/\(Sl—M—l)/\(SQ—M—l)

Z { Z ’btlﬂ“th*T‘ ‘b51*8b8278| tI‘(EQ)
(t1—M)

1<t1,t2,81,52<n A(ta—M)<r<ti1 At
t1751,t27s2 s<(s1—M—=1)A(sa—M—1),r#s

+ Z |0ty —rbsy—r | |bsy 5Dty —s| tr(EQ)

t1—M<r<tiA(sa—M-1)
to—M<s<toA(s1—M—1),r#s

+ Z |bt1—7‘bt2—7”b81—7‘b82—7"| T1 trz(E)}

(tl—M)/\(tQ—M)ST’Stl/\tQ/\(Sl—M—l)/\(SQ—M—l)

IN
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S{ (n Z ’btlbt2‘> <n Z |bS1b82’> + (n Z ’bt1b82’> (n Z |bS1b82’>
t1,t2>0 s1,89>M+1 t12>20,s9>M+1 t2>0,51>M+1

+ mpn Z Z |bt, bty bs, s, | } tr(3?) = o(n® tr(Q2 1)).

t1,t22>0 s1,52>M+1

The last inequality holds due to Lemma B.4. Similarly, we can prove that

wls S - - 1) b = oln n(82,)

i=2 j=1
This completes the proof. [ |

Lemma B.13. Under Assumptions 1-3 and Hy holds, as n — oo,
1
S r(8200) = 021+ o(1). (19)

Proof By some calculations, we have

o) M
h
Q_Qn,]V[ :|:{a0+2 E ah}—{a07M+2 E (1—5)%7]\4}12.
h=1

h=1
By
o) M h
{ao + 2Zah} — {ao,M + 22 <1 — ﬁ)ah’M}‘
- h=1
<2 Z ( —E)szerhﬂLZ 1—5) Z bbz+h+z bez-i-h
h=M+1 i= h=0 i=M—h+1 i=
o) M oo
§4(Z|bz|)( Z |bz|> +n_1MZZbibi+h
i=0 i=M+1 h=0 i=0
=o(M™*),

We have tr{(2—Q,.1/)%} = o(M =) tr(X?) and tr{Q,, 1/ (2=, 11)} = o( M) tr(2?).
Furthermore, by tr(£2%) — tr(€2 ;) = tr{(Q2 — @, 1)*} + 2 tr{Qy 2 (2 — @y, 1)} and
tr(Q?) = s* tr(X?), we have

%tr(Qi’M) =02(140(1)).
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B.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

Note that
To—fon _ (To—pn  fon o,
52 N \/_ &

It is sufficient to prove (fi, — w,)/\/02 L5 0and 62 /o2 L.

B.2.1 Part1l

Proof In this part, we prove (i, — t,)/\/02 4 0. By the calculations, we have

M n— h
T T - T2
= g V(€] €rn — €] €1 — €)1, + €, En).
h=1 t=1
Define
M n—h
-
= § € €iyn/M,
h=1 t=1

it is equivalent to prove

fn — i = 0p(tr'*(22)) and i, — 115, = 0p(tr'/2(22)).

EHEZGH-I—M - E(€Z€i1+h1)}{egei2+h2 - E(ei—geh-l—hz)}]

E { Z Z bulbUQ( i1— u12221+h1 uz 5i1*u1,i1+h1*u2 tr(z))}

u1 <t1 uz<i;+hy

{Z Z bu b (Z;; ugEZinrhz*M_5i2*U3,i2+h2*u4 tr<2>>}
i1 d1+h1 d2 d2+he

—ha
Z Z Z Z Z bil—jlbi1+h1—jzbi2—j3bi2+h2—j4

Jj2=1 jz=1 ja=1

Z%Z;, — 6 tr(E)}{ZLEZM — 0j3.ja tr(E)} :
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£

Consider the value of p(j1, jo, J3, Ja) ]E[(Z]TIEij—éjth tr(E))(ZJ»T?)E]ZM—5]37]-4 tr(X))].

=tr(2?), ji=js=ro=ji=8T#S
=tr(2?),  i=ju=rja=js=s7#s
ntr*(X), ji=jo=Js=js=r

=0, otherwise.

P(Ji; j27j3>j4)

So, we need to consider the coefficient

i1 t1+h1 d2 d2+hs

J17J2,]3 ,Ja E § § § bu - 21+h1 szu J3bl2+h2 —Ja+

J1=1 j2=1 jg=1 ja=1

Then,
n—hi n—ha n—hi n—ha i1 Aig (11+h1)A(i2+h2)
E E |Or 5,7 s| < E E E E |bi1—rbi1+h1—sbi2—7‘bi2+h2—s|
i1=1 i2=1 i1=1 i2=1 r=1

Consider the number of |by, bg,brsbr,| appear in the right hand side. This can be
equivalently written as

il—T:kl ’i1+h1—82k2 iQ—T:kg i2+h2—S:k4.

Fix iy and ky, ko, k3, k4, (7, $,42) can be uniquely represented by (i1, k1, ko, k3, kg), Or
not exist. Therefore, |by, bx,br,br,| appears at most n — hy times. We can conclude

that
S Y (G <n(Zrb )

r<m—hi s<n—hs

Similarly, we can prove that

S Y [ <n<Z|b|> > (Gl < (Zw)
r<n—hi s<n—hso rgnfhl/\hg
By tr?(X) < ptr(X?), we have
var(5) = O(M?(n™ 1 n~p) (7).

Thus, 1 — pi!, = 0,(tr/2(£22)). Now, we only need to prove ji, — i, = 0,(tr'/2(Q2)).
We mainly focus on proving

M h

1

ﬁ Z (n o h){eg—én + e;/r-i-hén - Ezén} = Op(trl/z(ﬂi»'
h=1

=1 t=1

n—
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Since S0P SrReSMR Ly l < (302, [bi])?, under Assumptions (A1)-

t1=1 to=1 7=1

(A3) and M = [min(n,p)'/®],

50
:]E{% 3 i IMCENICE hz)btl_jlbm_hzjjzzh}

n—hi n—ho t1 Aty

:% Z Z(?’L - hl)(n - h2) Z Z Z bt1—jbt2—j tr(z)v

=1 t1=1 to=1 j=1
/2M2tr1/2(92)) (tr1/2(92))
and

E(eTe,) = - tr(Q,) < \/75 2(02) = o(trV/2(Q2)).

n

These implies ji, — 1!, = o0, (tr'/2(Q2)).

B.2.2 Part 2

: ~2/ 2 P 22 _ 22 ~2
In this part, we prove 6; /0, — 1. Define 6;, = 6, , + 0, ,, where

nl = (5001+225r01+2ZSOTI+4ZZSTSI)

r=1 s=1
nz— (Soo2+225r02+2250r2+4225r52)
r=1 s=1
[n/2)—s n-s
Z Z EZTEJ'E;:_TEJ'_’_S
5 - i=1  j=i+[n/2] S =5 S,

(n—s/2—3[n/2]+1/2)([n/2] = )’

: . P R P
We will prove 67, /o2 — 1 and 62 ,/07 — 0.

Step 1. In this step, we prove 67, , /o7, L5 1. 1t suffice to prove (Sy.s1—a,as tr(S

0p(1), which implies that

507071 + 2 Zi\il S’r‘,O,l + 2 anw:l SO,'r‘,l _l_ 4 Z'r]'w:l Zi\il Sr,s,l — 1 + 0(1)
(@ + 45 aoa, + 40, Y7 a,a,) tr(S?) |
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Note that
(n—s/2— g[n/2] +1/2)([n/2] — s)E(S,s1 — aras tr(X?))

= Y { > bi_glbj_gQbi+r_53bj+s_g4]E(ZZEZgQZZEZQ)—arastr(EQ)}
1<i<[n/2]—s 01<i,lo<j
i+[n/2]<j<n—s  €3<itrla<j+s

S Z {( Z bz 51 J— @2 i+r— €1bj+s L2 + Z z El j— 62 i+r— g2b]+8 51) tr(22)
¢

1<i<[n/2]—s 1<4,02<j L1<iA(j+s)
i+[n/2]<j<n-s La<jA(i+T)
+ Z bi—e,05—0,bitr—0,0515—0, tr*(2) + Cp Z bi—ebj—ebitr—0bj1s—t—aya, tr(3?)
L<inj (<inj
Lo<(i+7r)A(j+s)

— a,a tr(22)}
=0 [ Z { (ajJrsiaiJrrj + PAj—iGjts—i—y + P Z bifbjébi+r€bj+sEaTas> tl‘(22)}]

1<i<[n/2]—s L<iNng
i+[n/2|<j<n—s

=o(n " 'ptr(X?)).

Hence, E{(S, 51 — a,astr(X?))/ tr(2?)} = o(n~3p) = o(1). Similarly, we can verify
that var{( sl — apagtr(X?))/tr(Z*)} = o(pn2 + n7t) = o(1). Thus, (S..1 —
G tr(22))/tr( %) = 0,(1). It follows that,

So,01 + 2 Zi\il Sro1 + 2 Zﬂil Sor1+4 Zi\il Zi\il Srs.1
(af +4 21{\4:1 aoar +4 21{\4:1 Ziwzl aras) tr(22)

=1+ o0,(1).

Now, we get &, /07 L
Step 2. In this step, we will prove 67 ,/0 P4 0. Tt suffices to prove that
Sl Yol Srsa/ tr(3%) = 0,(1).
(X — X)) (X = X0)(Xigr — X)) (X s — X)
:(61 — € )T( - 6n)(62+r én)—l—(ej+s —€)

T e T T - R,
—( €; €n — €; en+e en)(ei+,,ej+s—ei+7,en—ej+sen+enen)
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We first verify that

T_ T -
E : 1<i<[n/2]-s €i €j€i1r€n

M M i+[n/2]<j<n—s = 0, (tr(2?
22 - Y/ + = - )

r=1 s=1

Note that

§ § T T T T
]E(eil ejl 6i1+7‘6i2 €j2 6i2+7‘>

1<i1<[n/2]—s 1<i2<[n/2]—s
i1+[n/2]<ji1<n—siz+[n/2]<ja<n-—s

B Z Z { Z Z biy 1, bjl —2 bi1+T—f3 biy—ts bj2—€5 biz-i—r—fe

1<i1<[n/2]—s 1<ia<[n/2]—s 01<11,02<j1 £4<i2,l5<j2
i1+[n/2]<j1<n—s iz +[n/2]<joa<n—s L3<ii+r  Le<iatr

E(zgzz@zgzz&zzgzzgﬁ)}.

Define p(1, b, Uy, Uy, U5, bs) = E(Z) BZ,Z) X Z X7, 2 Z,,),

(= tr3(3), bh=ly=als="0=bls=0ls=catb#c

=tr(X)tr(B?), b =ls=a,ly=L=bls=(s=5aFb#c
p(ly, 0o, ls, Ly, Us, lg) § < 71 tr3(20), bh=ly=alz=0 ==Ll =Dba#b

< nptr3(X), h=ly=ls=0,=0;=10s=a

(=0, otherwise.

Now, we consider the coefficient

AN
041 £2,€3,4,05,06 — § § : bil —L1 bj1 —La bi1+r—f3 bi2—€4bj2—fs bi2+7“—f6'
£1<i1,02<g1 £4<i2,l5<j2
03<ir+r  Le<ig+r

Similar to the discussion in the proof of proposition 2, we have

E E C1a,a,b,b,c,c

1<ii<[n/2]—s 1<ia<[n/2]—s
i1+[n/2]<j1<n—s iz +[n/2]<ja<n—s

Z Z Z |biy —abjy —abiy +r—biy—bbj—cbin |

1<i1<[n/2]—s 1<io<[n/2]—s a<i1Aj1,b<(i1+7)Aiz
i1+[n/2]<ji<n—s ia+[n/2]<jo<n-—s c<jaA(iz+r)

IN
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00 6
< ()
1=0
Z Z CVa,b,a,b,c,ca
1<ii<[n/2]—s 1<i2<[n/2]—s
i1+[n/2]<j1<n—siz+[n/2]<je<n—s
S Z Z Z |bil—abjl—bbil+T—abi2—bbj2—cbi2+r—c|

1<i1<[n/2]—s 1<ia<[n/2]—s a<i1,b<ji1Niz
i1+[n/2]<j1<n—s is+[n/2]|<ja<n—s c<jaA(ia+r)

00 6
- o(Sn)
1=0

Furthermore, we have

) > oambb<(z|b|) 3 > os(fjrw)

1<ii<[n/2]-s  1<ia<[n/2]— 1<ii<n/2]-s  1<ia<[n/2]-s
i1+[n/2]<j1<n—s iz+[n/2]<ja<n—s i1+[n/2]<j1<n—s iz+[n/2]<ja<n—s

As tr(X) < /ptr'/?(£?), we have

Z Z E(e/ €€ €l €,€l ) = Ontr’ () + n’tr(X) tr(X?) + tr* (X))
1<i<[n/2]-s  1<iz<[n/2]-s
t1+[n/2]<ji<n—siz+[n/2]<ja<n—s

— O(np3/2 +n2p1/2) t1"3/2<22).
Since E(€€,) = O(n~'p'/2tr'/2(X?)), These implies

T_ T =
M M E 1<i<[n/2]-s €i €j€i1r€n

i+[n/2]<j<n-—s B _4 9 2 9
2.2 = A B = O ) = o)

r=1 s=1

Similarly, we can verify

T _T_
E : 1<i<[n/2]-s €; €j€nCEn

2 o i g ey O M () = o, (n(2)

T _T=
1<i<[n/2]—-s €; €En€, €n

L. i+[n/2)<j<n—s B o oy )
22 == i/ B =) O ) =)
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“T= -T2
1<i<[n/2]—s €n€n€,€n
i+[n/2]<j<n-—s

—5/2=3[n/2] +1/2)([n/2] - s)

41

= 0,(n*pM? tr(X?))

0,(tr(X?)).



